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POINTERS 


The Report on Relations between the Church of England and 
the Church of Scotland came before the Upper House of the 
Convocation of Canterbury at the last group of sessions, and an 
explanation of the present position by the Reverend Michael 
Bruce will be found on page go. Unfortunately the full text of 
the resolutions was net received in time for careful consideration 

-and comment in this issue of /aith and Unity, but Fr. Bruce 
wishes us to say that in his opinion they require more extensive 
| revision than he had at first thought.to be needful from the verbal 
report of them to the Lower House. We hope to give the text 
of the resolutions and some comment on them next month, 


* * * * * 


The challenge put out by one of our supporters in our May issue 
(page So), that she would give {5 towards our work if nineteen 
others would do the same, has met with an encouraging response. 
Up to the time of writing eight sums of £5 have been received 

(Continued on page 96) 


RELATIONS WITH 
PRESBYTERIANS 
CONVOCATION CANTERBURY 


In view of the limited space in Faith and Unity, there see ms. | 
little point in recounting again the course of the debates on this 
subject. It is, however, important to explain exactly what the 
present position is. Firstly, the small joint committee drafted 
resolutions such as would have been needed to be passed by Con- 
vocation in order to put into effect the suggestions contained in 
the Report. It was emphasized that the -task of this committee 
had been purely a drafting one. It must not, therefore, be assumed 
that those who drew up the resolutions necessarily approved of 
them. 

_ Secondly, these resolutions were moved formally without speech 
in full Synod. The point of this procedure is a little difficult to 
understand. The normal procedure is for things to be moved in 
full Synod only if it is desirable for both Houses to hear the 
speeches introducing them. There seems no point in moving 
anything purely formally in full Synod. It is a procedure that 
has not been previously adopted. It seems likely that between I 
the drawing up of the dine 5 and the meeting of Convocation it 
was realized that the resolutions as they stood would not do. 

Thirdly, the Upper House considered the resolutions and pro- 


~sduced~and~passed 


better than the original ones. soe 

Fourthly, the Upper House did not send these resolutions 
down to the Lower House for consideration. This is a wise pro- 
cedure in a matter of this importance. It is one which is clearly 
understood in Convocation and for which the Bishops should be 
given full credit, but it is easily misunderstood outside. It does 
not mean that the Bishops have acted on their own and ignored 
the Lower House but quite the opposite. By delaying sending 
their resolutions down until the next group of sessions, their 
Lordships achieved two things; firstly, it will enable members of 
the Lower House to study the full report of the debate in the 
Upper House before they debate the matter themselves; secondly, 
it gives time for members of the Lower House to draft careful 
amendments, if this is necessary, instead of having to try to amend 
on the spur of the moment resolutions which they have not been 
able to study in print. 

The urgent point now, therefore, is that the Bishops’ resolutions 
should be carefully studied both in England and Scotland, so that 
proctors may be informed of any points on which they need to be 
amended before the next meeting of Convocation. 


MICHAEL BRUCE. 
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THE PLAN FOR CHURCH UNION IN 


NORTH INDIA 
(Concluded) 


THE SACRAMENTS 

The Plan declares that ** baptism is a sign and seal of cleansing, 
of engrafting into Christ and entrance into the covenant of grace "’ 
Christian initiation is not perfect until first Communion. No 
exception can be taken to this except that it is probable that the 
omission of all reference to original sin is deliberate. The Prayer 
Book catechism and baptismal service are far more explicit. The 
scheme then goes on to authorize a defective practice and to 
create a terrible complication. The former consists in the authori- . 
zation of sprinkling as a legitimate method of baptizing. The 
Catholic Church contemplates immersion as normal, but tolerates 

uring. No educated Catholic could admit the validity of 
sprinkling. The complication arises out of the fact that Baptists 
are involved in the negotiations. To make the Plan acceptable 
to them, both infant baptism and “ believers’ baptism ’’ are 
accepted as alternative practices. The rebaptizing of adults, who 
have been baptized as infants, would seem to be ruled out, ° 
although this is not absolutely certain. Indeed few things in this 
scheme are. But it contemplates, certainly, a double custom, 
some parents bringing their children to be baptized and others 
presenting them at a “ service of dedication "’ and postponing 
of sin, repentance.and faith are... 

ssible. No minister who disbelieves in infant baptism is to be : 
forced to administer it. Full church membership is attained by 
communion reached after baptism, through * Confirmation or 
some other service, conducted by a Bishop or a Presbyter. Every 
such service shall include prayer for the gift of the Holy Spirit, 
and the laying-on of hands by the Bishop or Presbyter’’. This 
equating of bishop and parish priest in confirmation was de- 
manded by the Puritans at the Hampton Court Conference and 
emphatically refused by the bishops. The Plan will leave it very 
doubtful whether any individual member of the United Church 
has ever received either valid baptism or valid confirmation. 

The position with regard to Holy Communion is difficult. to 
disentangle. It is to be celebfated “ only by those who have 
by ordination received authority thereto’’ and the bread and 
wine are to be“ set apart with the unfailing use of Christ’s words 
of institution "’. But why avoid the usual term * consecrate Ho 
There are six * elements ’’ which it is ** recommended ”’ be incor- 

rated in every service. One of these includes “ the shewing 
forth, and pleading before the Father, Christ’s sacrifice once 
for all offered; invoking Christ’s merits for the whole Church, 
remembering the resurrection and ‘ascension, and looking for 

gr 


the coming again in glory". This looks like an attempt to 
statethe eucharistic sacrifice; but later on-in the Plan the phr ase 
about offering to God “ our sacrifice of praise and thanksgiving ”, 
which the Prayer Book uses in its liturgical sense, 1s applied to 

the grace feceived in Holy Communion". Thus an argument 
which our two archbishops used, when answering Leo XIII's 
accusation.that the Church of England had no eucharistic sacrifice, 
is thrown away. There is no attempt to define either what the 
Blessed Sacrament is, of what it does. Although the “ matter ”’ 
seems to be that which our Lord commanded to be used, it is a 
fact that very many non- Anglicans 1 in North India are accustomed 
to call grape juice ‘ wine '’—and it is not. Perhaps the most 
dangerous provision of all is that each congregation is free to use 
any one of any service in use by the uniting churches; and some 
have no real service at all, for all is extemporized.* > 

Although the Christian .doctrine of the indissolubility of 
marriage is stated nevertheless *‘ there are special cases in which 
the law of the Church should not be applied with rigidity lest 
greater evils follow ’’. In contradiction to this, it 1s the fact that 
our Lord declared that the indissolubility of marnage was_a law of 
God, not just of the Church, and that He applied it © with 
rigidity "’, although He must have been aware of the “ hard 
case '’ argument. The Plan however authorizes the bishop of a 
diocese, in consultation with a diocesan committee, “ to modify 
the strict letter ‘of the law . . . or to relax thediscipline of the 
~ Church-’. In the face of all the evidence to the contrary, it is. 
“said that’ Christian” Church has-always recognized’ that 
some relaxation of the law is necessary. 


FAITH 

The United Church wil be orthodox so far as belief in the 
] ncarnation and the Blessed Trinity goes. It accepts the Apostles’ 
and Nicene Creeds as ‘ witnessing ’’ to the true faith. There 
seems to be no provision for enforcing their use by congregations 
- who prefer not to recite them. The ultimate standard of faith is 
Scripture, but there is no suggestion about how it is to be inter- 
preted. There is no appeal to the tradition of the Catholic 
Church, to the Fathers, or to the General Councils. That means 
that there is no possibility of solving any controversial subject 
about which it is possible to quote diverse texts of scripture. For 
example, different answers will be given with equal authority 
to such questions as ‘‘ what do the following statements mean ? ”’ 
—‘* on the third day He rose again ’’; He descended into Hell”’ ; 
“except ye be baptized with water, and the Holy Spirit ee * this 
is my body "’; ** whose sins ye remit they are remitted "’; ** what 
must I do to be saved? "’, Anglicans will give the traditional 
catholic answers. But when it is remembered that Zwinglians, 
Calvinists, Baptists and Congregationalists are all coming into 
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the union with them on equal terms, every single difference of 
opinion having been by-passed, it is obvious that the new body ~ 
can never be a living part of the Catholic Church. It can never 
be the pillar and ground of the truth: The Plan is not designed 
to enable the new body to say * it seems good to the Holy G Ghost 
and tous’. It is framed so that everyone may have a psalm, a 
doctrine, a tongue, a revelation, an interpretation. It is designed 
to form a great debating society, which it is hoped will grow con- 
tinually larger, for the door is deliberately left open for such 
bodies as the Church of the Brethren and the Society of Friends. 
Some catholics cherish a pathetic hope that as the result of a 
process of “ growing together ’’ eventually the catholic tail will 
wag the protestant dog. But are Anglicans really prepared to 
sacrifice their certainties for such a gamble ? 


THE FUTURE 

Thank God, not all are. The Oxford Mission to Calcutta has 
stated that it Will not go into the United Church if this means 
going out of the Anglican Communion, in the way in which South _ 
India did. There can be no doubt that the Society of St. John 
the Evangelist, and the many Sisterhoods working in the area, 
will also refuse to pay that price. Of course we may expect that 
friends of the proposals in England will move heaven and earth 
to bring it about that the United Church remains in full com- 
munion with Canterbury. But that will surely be impossible. 
The Plan declares that the United Church will carefully maintain 
communion with all the protestant bodies throughout the world 
with which the various uniting units are now severally in com- 
munion. Is it concéivable that the Church of England can be in 
communion with a body which is in communion with world- 
wide protestantism ? If it attempted anything so mad it would 
have forfeited its catholic inheritance. It cannot do anything so 
disastrous. But if it does not—what will have been achieved in 
North India ? A number ofsprotestant sects, who now know what 
they stand for, will have entered into union with that section of 
Anglicanism in India which sits lightly to Church principles, to 
form a body which will certainly not know its own mind. Pre- 
sumably Anglicans, who remain true to their inherited ;faith and 
practice, will continue in separation, although they might effect 
a union with continuing and dispossessed Anglicans in South 
India. 7hey will be the Church of India, Burma and Ceylon, for 
they will preserve the constitution, faith and liturgical practices 
of that Church. But in no way at all will the overall picture of 
unity be any more perfect than it is now. All that will have 
happened will be that a new protestant sect will have been created. 
It will be in communion with like-minded protestants throughout 
the world, and in this body a number of Anglicans will have lost 


themselves. 
J. L. C. Dart. 


| 
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THE SCOTTISH BISHOPS REPLY 


As reported in Faith and Unity last March the Convocation of 
Canterbury passed a resolution calling for the Archbishop to 
consult with the Primus of the Scottish Church before resolutions 
in accordance with the recommendations of the Report on Rela- | 
tions between the Church of England and the Church of Scotland . 
were debated. The reply to the Archbishop, signed by the | 
Primus on behalf of the College of Bishops, is as follows :— 

1. The Canonical position in Scotland. 

(a) Canon XVII. 1 enacts as follows:— 

“ If at any time it shall seem desirable to the College of | 
Bishops, in view of some project of Reunion, to inyite repre- | 
sentatives of other Communions to give addresses in some 
suitable church or churches of this Province, it shall be open 
to them to do so, provided that the Bishop of the diocese and 
the Rector or Priest-in-charge of the church consent.’ 

(6) A recent proposal to make this Canon more workable, by 
removing some of the limitations involved in its present form, 
has been rejected by six of our seven diocesan Synods, and 
consequently. withdrawn from the Provincial Synod by its 
proposer. 

2. The Scottish Bishops have received a petition signed by 
nearly one-third of the Clergy, against the taking of any step to 
further the proposals of the Report, “ unless and until the said 
matters have been approves by the Synods of the Scottish 
Church.” | 

The actions mentioned under 1 (4) above | were not directly 
concerned with the Report, but with the proposed widening of 
our own Canon; but the two subjects are closely related. 

- 3. No proposal has been made to delete Canon XVII. 1, or 
to revise it in a restrictive direction; so it may be taken as 
representing the mind of the Episcopal Church in Scotland at the 
present time. But the fact that it has never been put into - 
operation suggests a certain distrust of the practice which it 
allows—the exchange of pulpits—as a method of approach to- 
wards Reunion. 

4. The requirement that a Church of England clergyman 
. Invited to preach in a Presbyterian Church in Scotland should 
first refer the matter to the Scottish Bishop concerned will be a 
great gain in every respect and we welcome it heartily. 

5. There is a good deal of anxiety amongst us with regard to 
the occastons on which Presbyterian (and other) ministers may 
be invited to occupy Anglican pulpits. The Bishop of Brechin, 
stating a case for the Report, in the Church Times of June 8, 1951, 
assumed the acceptance of the contrast drawn by the Canterbury 
and York Convocations in 1943 (Report, App. IV) between a 

* general interchange of preachers "’ (ruled out by the Convoca- 
tions as ‘not practicable’) and the freedom of a Bishop “ in 


particular circumstances.’’ to give permission for a non-Anglican 
minister to give an address at services other than Holy Com- 
munion. But in the text of the Report there is no mention of this 


-Salutary distinction; and it is this omission which has caused the 


considerable anxiety already mentioned. 

6. It is hoped that the distinction referred to in 5 will be 
made effective, and that it will also apply to occasions upon which 
Anglican clergymen accept invitations to preach in Church of 
Scotland pulpits. 

7. Thesame kind of distinction is important in connection with 
the third main recommendation of the Report, which deals with 
the admission of baptized communicant, members of the Church 
of Scotland to Holy Communion in the (hurch of England. The 
Observers from the Episcopal-Church if Scotland who attended 
the Conference were certainly under the impression that this 
admission was to be granted only in exceptional circumstances; 
but it is widely stated and believed in Church of Scotland circles 


_ that, ¢e.g., the Presbyterian husband or wife of an Anglican spouse 


may regularly be admitted. This degree of latitude would cer- 
tainly not be approv ed by general Episcopalian opinion in 
Scotland. 

NoTe.—1It should perhaps be mentioned that some of our 
priests, including ex-Presbyterian ministers whose knowledge 
of the conditions is first-hand, are profoundly uneasy about 
the way in which the Sacrament of Baptism is administered 
in.some Presbyterian quarters; though there are no grounds 
for disputing the care which is generally taken. 

8. Another cause of disquiet amongst us is the degree to 
which nationalism affects the Presbyterian outlook on these 
matters. There is a tendency to regard the negotiations which 
led to the Report as having taken place between two national 
churches, rather than between Presbyterians and Anglicans. The 


Conference itself was unexceptionable in its concentration on the 


theological implications; but so eminent an ex-Moderator of the 
General Assembly as the late Dr. John White stated publicly at 
the 1951 meeting of the (Episcopalian) Representative Church 
Council that he had entered the Presbyterian ministry not because 
he had any dispute with the Anglican system, but simply because 
he wished to serve the National Church. This kind of attitude, 
which to varying extents is very common, secms to us really 
dangerous and theologically unprincipled. 

9. - It is widely thought by Episcopalians in Scotland that - 
such a Conference as has recently been held should have been. 
primarily between representatives of the native Episcopal Church 
and of the Church of Scotland respectively. The procedure 
actually adopted has been defended by many of us on the ground 
that the Anglican team led by the Bishop of Derby was not 
strictly an official delegation from the Church of England, but an 
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unofficial one responsible. only to the Are hbishop of Canterbury. 
But that line of defence fails to carry conviction fiow that*the 
findings of the Conference are to be submitted to the Convoca- 
tions; since their acceptance by the Convocations would at once 
invest them with an official status. At the same time we appre- 
ciate the desire manifested by the two Archbishops and the 
Convocations to give due weight to Scottish Episcopalian opinion. 
10. Itis probably safe to say that there would be little objec- 
tion amongst us to the implementation of the three Recommenda- 
tions of the Report 7/ they are to be interpreted by the limitations 
approved by the Convocations tn 1943, as given in Appendix IV, 
but that a laxer inte rpretation of them would be wholly unaccept- 
able to the great majority of our people. It must also be added 
that if the laxer interpretation is adopted, the Observers sent to 
the Conference by the Episcopal Church in Scotland might feel 
obliged to reconsider their general approval of the Report. 


(Continued from page 

and another has been promised if the conditions of the challenge 

are fulfilled. So we now need ten more gifts of 45. Can you ofter 

us one of them ? We shall be most grateful for all sums received. 
Cheques should be made payable to C.D.C.P. sent) to 


the Secretary, C.D.C.P., 6 Perth Road, Beckenham, Kent. 
* * * * * * 


Prayers for Unity We have received and-are glad-to-recom—. 
mend a set of prayer cards for unity, printed in_two colours, 
which are worthy of a wide circulation. The price is threepence 

each, or three shillings a dozen, and they are obtainable from 
The Card Secretary, Burnham Abbey, Maidenhead, Be ‘tkshire. 


IN MEMORIAM. R.LP. 


We record with deep regret the death, after a long illness, of 
Dom Gregory Dix, O.5.B., on May 12, 1952. Of his se holarship, 
humour and friendliness much -has_already been written else- 
where, and we need say no more here than that we are indeed 
grateful to have been privileged to benefit by them in the mee tings 
of the Council and at our Conferences. May he rest in peace. 


Communications for the Editor and Annual Subscriptions to 
Faith and Unity, which may-commence at any time (minimum 
subscription, post free, four shillings a year), should be sent to the 
Secretary, C.D.C.P., 6 Perth Road, Beckenham, Kent, England. 
Receipts for amounts under ten shillings will be enclosed with the 
next issue after the subscription has been received. 
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